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1910.] DIGEST OF RECENT VIRGINIA DECISIONS. 377 

DIGEST OF OTHER RECENT VIRGINIA DECISIONS. 

Supreme Court of Appeals. 

Note. — In this department we give the syllabus of every case de- 
ckled by the Virginia Supreme Court of Appeals, except of such cases 
as are reported in full. 



WHITE v. BONNEY. 

March 10, 1910. 

[68 S. E. 273.] 

Trover and Conversion (§ 16*) — Conversion of Check — Who May 
Sue. — Trover for the wrongful conversion of a check must be brought 
in the name of the real owner, and not necessarily in the name of 
the payee. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Trover and Conversion, Cent. 
Dig. § 126; Dec. Dig. § 16.* For other cases, see 13 Va.-W. Va. Enc. 
Dig. 251, et seq.l 

Error to Law and Chancery Court of City of Norfolk. 
Action by F. E. White against H. G. Bonney. Defendant had 
judgment, and plaintiff brings error. Affirmed. 

/. Edtvard Cole, for plaintiff in error. 

R. W . Tomlin and /. G. Tilton, for defendant in error. 



CITY OF RICHMOND v. GENTRY. 

June 9, 1910. 

[68 S. E. 274.] 

1. Municipal Corporations (§ 821*)— Obstruction of Sidewalk- 
Injury to Pedestrian — Negligence — Question for Jury. — Where, in an 
action for injuries to a pedestrian from stumbling against a stone 
step in front of a side entrance to a store, evidence tended to prove 
that it was not against the building, but was 10 inches therefrom, 
in a position where it was an obstruction and a menace as to 
those using the street, the court properly refused a peremptory 
instruction for defendant city, based on the assumption that the 
step was not such an obstruction as to render it liable. 

[Ed. Note. — For other cases, see Municipal Corporations, Cent. 
Dig. §§ 1745-1750; Dec. Dig. § 821.* For other cases, see, 12 Va.-W. 
Va. Enc. Dig. 907, et seq.; also 14 Id. 976.] 

2. Municipal Corporations (§ 821*) — Obstruction on Sidewalk — 
Injury to Pedestrian — Action Therefor — Peremptory Instructions — 
Primary Liability. — The Richmond city charter (Act Feb. 3, 1900; 

*For other cases see same topic and section NUMBER in Dec. & 
Am. Digs. 1907 to date, & Reporter Indexes. 



